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“ 4 BIG BARGAINS

than overtop any like offering

rn for weeks nast.
It's 500 palrs of real Kid Gloves; will
them odds and ends, because there are
or four price in them. The
t Is worth §1 a palr, asd the best
$1.50. Ladies’ and children's
most all colors.

S0c the Pair

" 20 100 boxes—# dozen—no more—Ladles’
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ga ly fine black Lisle Thread Ho-
o orf dv-. plain and drop stitch,
= 8¢ and 8¢ values, and all we say is
e 39¢ Per Pair

. 34 60 of the best Z%-inch $-rib paragon
%o =. Silk Gloria Umbrellas, natural wood,
5 stick, and only

$1 Each

dth, and last. 2 cases of Ladies’ fine ribbed
Bgyptian cotton fleece-lined Pants, and two
¥ gases of combed Egyptian cotton, fleece-
B 1 Vests, silk finished,

il 25¢ Each

THURSDAY ONLY
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B L. S. Ayres & Co.
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' KROWDSKEEP KOMING

TOMLINSON HALL

REAT

S2  Emergency Sale

s “Filling hundreds of homes with

. FURNITURE,

= CARPETS,

’ RUGS,
CURTAINS

At Prices without precedent.
goods must be sold.

e will carry no goods out of the

SCHLEICHER
& LEE.

’n,.. “:” FPennaylvania and Market streets,

ART EMPORIUM.

‘f-,_yramess
e PiCtlll'eso

Looking Glasses
TEEN. LIEBER COMPANY,
' {3 Seuth Meridian Strect.

" E)

. FOR SALE

‘-L|:.t Sm— AT —

® BOYD & JONES’

5 oot

- "‘:lg

Wu Seal 3 Inches lo
~_l-inch sweep, bet trimmed n"m.
A with Real Marten trimming.... 0.

< Beaver Cape, 100-inch sweep, ... 50,
- Wool Seal, Marten trimmed all

009“ Persian Lam

al! other

good goods with

. BOYD & JONES.

. " (For Balance of Week Only.)
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i This thme it 1 One Lot MEN'S STREET

F A and DLES GLOVES. Our own exclusive
. In stoek yester ay at §1.00 (une doliar and
o

-

Sye

now 05 cents a pair.
1 get a pair of these for thelr husbands,

P m mt-uwvxm 10K WASHING tUN ST,
O e e e,
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~ Rooms Ready for Members and Noon
S Rest Established.

o

~  Tha new rcoms for the Young Woman's
Shristion Association were opened to the
yesterday afternoon from 2 to 6
X _for a reception. The president,
B _ F. F. McCrea, and the board of di-
. rect formed the reception committee,
~ and a number of young ladies served tea
., and wafers. The rooms are commodious
"~ and cheerful, and answer very well for the
£ work of the assoclation, now in fits in-
2 fancy. One feature of the work, in which
" the young women, and older ones as well,
& will be interested, is the Noon Rest. This
. 18 a place where the young woman who
. works in town and brings her luncheon
~ By take it and eat it, and for three cents
. have a cup of tea, coffee or milk, or where
.-‘)i{r.‘. may get an entire luncheon for ten,
(= sleven or twelve cents, or a more elaborate

=, ru for more. The table cloths ‘are
S the spowiest, the porcelain china is neat,
. Last evening Bic meeting fn th
 La i@ ¢ meeting in the In-
~ terest of the "or:“

- 1

ohlad

™

ev
of was held at Meridlan-
 Church. There was a large attend-
Mrs, McCrea presided., After the
of & hymn, Rev. F. O. Ballard, of
b Church, read a Scripture lesson
Ll & prayer. Mre, MeCrea then in-
m Misa Bradshaw, who Is largely
. with this work and who will re-
; _ thi=s city for a short time as the
: sécrelary of the assoclation. M.ss
, spoke of the ideal Y. W. C. A.
AR institution which ministers to the
Intellectual, social and spiritual
of yOURE woman's nature. She re-
& number of instances of the good
R - First, In bullding up the physique
= and making the women well and strong in
. the gymnasium, which is conducted by a
.};.gm«a teacher of physical culture: of
5 intellectual progress made In some of
. the classes; of the benefit of taking
Pl women into the home and social life;
AP the opportunity for the society woman,
"L no particular work to do, o find a
- pla for active usefulness, and lastly of
- the spiritual gain. Miss Bradshaw took for
- & fext "I am come Lhat ye may have life
- more abundantly,” and showed how this
_ INlled In the work of the ssso-
owing her, Mrs. Goetz sang a
accompaniment, and then

4 be
e S m of the international

e » <) ma commit-
: ',.,-?-ph briefly.

o second n was held last evening
" _‘“::’hh ter at

. roums, are directly opposite

the meoting,
> Church, door to
- R Church. All mformation in re-
e to the classes and the work which will
done may be procured at the rooms,

orth Meridian street, where there
n.gu,rl_ some one In charge,
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- Washington-Street Lot Sold,
: _"_I_'.:,

'*'-':J't-"f* *h the burned Eastman, Schieicher
1 we store stood for 390,000, This is at

B 2 of about %«l}’ front foot. The
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ot i by . Pettis. The new
Iilu_t similar w0 the

| circumstances the court instructed the

F. Sayles has purchased the lot_

| MUST SERVE HIS TIME

WINNIE SMITH CASE AFFIRMED BY
THE SUPREME COURT.

Exhaustive Opinion Shows that the
Instructions of the Lower Court
Contained No Errors.

e
The Supreme Court yesterday afirmed the
decision of the Marion Criminal Codrt in
the case of Winnie Smith, charged with the
murder of Western B. Thomas. The opinion,
by Chief Justice Howard, is as follows:

ln"rh. appellant vas indicted for murder
the first degree, for the killing of West-
ern B. Thomas. On the trial he was found
Sullly of manslaughter, and was sentenced
to imprisonment in the State's prison for
elghteen years.

only error assigned !n this appea) is
the overruling of the motion for new
trial. Under this assignment it 1# first con-
tended that the court erred in giving to the
Jury, of its own meotion, instruction No, 20.
Tl_l‘e. instruction reads as follows:

If you believe from the evidence that

gny witness, before testifying in . .8 case,
A5 made any statements out of court con-
cerning any of the materlal matlers ma-
terfally different and at variance with what
he or she has stated on the witness stand,
then the jury are Instructed by the court
that these facts tend tQ impeach either the
recollection or the truthfulness of the wit-
?eﬂ. and the jury should consider these
4cts in estimating the weight which ought
to be given to his or her restimony, and if
the jury belleve from the evidence that the
moral character of any witness or witnesses
have been successfully impeached on this
trial, then that fact should alsc be taken
into consideration In estimating the weight
which cught to be given to the testimony of
Sl.lfh witness or witnesses.”
it is objected that, ‘in giving the first
part of the instruction, the court clearly in-
vaded the province of the jury, as to the
weight to be given to evidence, by telling
the jurors, as a matter of law, what Sertain
evidence tended 1o prove.’ And a dictum is
quoted from Gue vs, State (63 Ind., 282),
to the effect that ‘What evidence proves or
tends to prove, after it has gone to the jury,
18 & question solely for the jury to decide:
! érror for the court to interfere with
chelr decision upon the weight of evidence
b):'lln tlhnstmcG lkim.' .

n the Guetig case there was evidence
introduced at the trial which tended to
prove that the appellant was subject to at-
tacks of epilepsy. There was in that case,
also, evidence tending to show that epllepsy
:: a dl;gluel which tends to produce insan-

Y. € insanity of the appel y
urged as his mal{u detnnge. pl?ndl:!?tth‘eg
1 ¢ jury
n that case that ‘This evidence would not
baee mﬂlcignt to raise a reasonable doubt of
appellant’s sanity at the time of the alleged
commission of the homicide.' The instruc-
tion was condemned by this court ‘because
it dlmtliy states that certain evidence
which is legitimately before the jury is not
sufficlept to prove a certain fact, or to raise
& reasonable doubt of a certain fact.’ There
can be no question that the ruling so made
was correct. The Instruction directly
charged the jury as to what . weight
they shoull give to the evidence. That is a
matter exclusively within the province of
the jury. The decislon In that case, how-
ever, goes no farther, and we do not think
it.il authority on the point now before us.

‘The evidence referréd to in the instrue-
tion in the case at bar was concerning
statements made by a witness out of court
matei;hllr Jdifferent from those made by the
witness In court., As to such evidence of
statements made out of court, the wards ob-
Jected to In the Instructions are: ‘The jury
are Instructed by the court that these facts
tend to Impeach either the recollection .or
the truthfulness of the witness, and the
nu;y &hould t:ﬁ?sld:{ }:hueh&cts _;: estimat-

e we which ought to lven t
hlg or her testimony.’' s ey

We think the plain intent of this clause

the instruction was to inform the jury as
to the character or tendency of the evidence
in question, namely—that it was im h-
ing; in other wo that ts introduction
was allowed because It tended to impeach
he witness, and not because it tended to
Ish any issue in the case. The mani-
toro.pto noln:t u:a the ctuon Wta "hme:ﬁ-
ou nature of the evi-
dence and to limit the consideration to
whlch’ it was ':tn:ilgled l; the jury.
was y provicce of the
court. Indeed, the court, in the very act of
permitting the introduction of any item of
evidence, must of necessity ﬂpau upon its
tendency. If the evidence offered does not
tensd to prove any material issue In the
case, or to ach a witness, or to serve
any other legitimate purpose of the trial,
court must exclude It. This is not
weighing the evidence, but it is passing
judgment um the tendency, character or
pm of evidence, :
le the jurﬁ:.re the sole judges of the
facts, and also ve the right in eriminal
cases to determine the law (Suoc., 1892 R. S,
1594; Sec. 1823 R. 8. 1881), yet, by the same
Statute, It is required that the court charge
the jury as to the law, and also that In
charging the jury he must state to them all
the matters of law which are necessary for
th_glr information in giving their verdict.
It was certainly necessary for the infor-
mation of the jury that they should be told
the nature of the testimany referred to;
namely, that it was Impeaching—that it was
not introduced to prove an{ issue in the
case, but solely tended "to !mpeach either
the mq!lection or the truthfulness of the
witness." Otherwise, and had the instrue-
tion not been so given, the jury might have
thought it their duty to apply the evidence
to the issues In the case, It was thus in the
interest of appellant himself, as weil as of
the State, that the jury should be informed
that the tendency or purpose of such evi-
dence was solely to discredit a witness, and
not to establish any Issue, either for or
against elther party.

THE USE OF IMPERATIVES.

“It 18 also claimed to be error that the
court charged that ‘the jury should con-
sider’ the impeaching evidence introduced
in estimating the weight which ought to be
given to the testimony of a witness, and
should also, for the same purpose, take into
consideration the fact, if they should so find
it, that the moral character of any witness
had been successfully impeached. Wa do
not think that in making this charge 'the
court invaded the province of the Jury. It

the law, it

der all -
dence Introdueed on the trial and not wr:rli-

drawn by the court. The ~vidence is intro-
duced for that very purpose, namely—that
it may be considered for 'vhat it is worth.
What weight, if any, the jury may give to
any item of evidence is ‘or them to say;
but they are not justified in failin to give
consideration to the evider.ce brought before
them. And, surely, If it is their duty to
consider the evidence, it cannot be error for
the court 10,30 tell them. The very purpose
of the instruo Hone o‘t the court is to Inform

tl'ma-l jurl"y .
It has someITH®S been saild that the
word ‘should’ ‘Such charge {8 too im-
perative a character—that the expression
ought to be ‘it Is the duty of,’ or ‘it is the
province of the jury.' And we are Inclmed
to think that it might be better to use
such permissive form, rather than the seem-
ingly Imperafive word here used. It would
be better that there should not be even the
appearance of error. Yet t is but a matter
of expression and the essential meaning Is
not changed. In any of the forms used the
ury ar: told only what s thelr duty, name-
¥, to « msider the evidence adduced on the
trial. \Vhat weight, if any, ought to be
given to such evidence, is for th® jury alone
to say, and the instruction does noi touch
upon that right. Neither Is It true that the
instruction singles out or discredits any
withess or class of witnesses. The language
used by the court is general in form. and
appies to all witnesses who may be affected
by It, without specifically pointing out any.
m“n tia l:extt tndsteti tltzat t[he court erred
refusing to give instruction N 1
bt by the Number 17,
lows:

“'And at this point the court Instructs
you as to the defense set up by the accused,
that he killed Thomas in self-defense, that
in order for the defendant to succeed under
that plea, It is not uired that the evi-
dence should satisfy that the Killing was
Justifiable, under the doctrine of self-de-
fense as hereinbefore given. Under this plea
the defendant cannot be convicted if upon
the whole evidence you or one of you en-
::rum a reta.:'onable cidoubt ';hefh" the kill-

£ was not done under such clircums
as rendered it justifixble. ncee

“The contention here made is that no-
where is there any nstruction given which
covers the part covered hy this instruction,
namely, that the rule of a reasonable doubt
applies to the defense of self-defensze. We
do not think this contention is justified. It
is not doubted that the only defense shown
in the record is that of self-defense. The
time, place and circumstances of the kill-
Ing are not in dispute, nor is the fact that
the killing was done by the appellant. The
sole issue on the trial was whether the
killing was excusable on the plea of gell-
defense. With that condition of affairs, we
think the Instructions glven by the court
fully covered that here requested, In two
instructions—the tenth and the thirteenth—
the court fully advised the jury as to the
rights mt;wﬂuﬂt‘ lnmk-r :‘lr- plea of

e only plea ma by him.
eleventh instruction the p mptio:

Inn Jcence is ¢

fendant, which is as fol-

dence satisfles them, and each one of them,
of the existence of every ignt of the
crime chsrgod. In the twelfth iastruction
the hu'¥ afe fully informed on the doc-
trine  of reasonable doubt, as applled W
this case, and they are told that before con-
vietion tfley must be confirmed bey rea~
souable doubt 'by the evidence, of whatever
class it may be, and considering all the
facts and circumstances In the evidenece
as a whole.” Even more than this, the ¢ourt
in e first Instruction, after stating the
charge as made in the indictment, sets forth
the appellant’'s defense, making also specific
allusion to the plea of welf-defense, the only
excuse urged, or that could be urged, by
him, for the killing. ‘To .this Indictment,
says the court, ‘the defendant eniers the
general plea of “not guilty.” Upon the issue
thus jalped the burden upon the State
to prové, beyond all reasupable doubt, every
material allegation of the indictment, that
he actually killed Western B. Thomas, In
manner and form, and at the time charged
in the Indleiment, and that such Killing was
done under such circumstances as the law
will not excuse.’ Had the killing been done
in self-defense the law would have excused
it, and that the killing was not so done,
that such excuse does not exist, must be
proved by the State, savs the instruction,
‘beyond all reasonable doubt.' We lhh}k.
therefore, that the jury were, in faoct, fully
informed that the rule of reasonable doubt
applied to the whole case, and to every
specific part of il, including the defense of
self-defense, Consequently there was no er-
ror in refusing to give Instruction number
seventeen, as requested,

INSTRUCTION TWENTY-THREE.
“Complaint is next made that the court
refused to give instruction number twenty-
three, asked by the appellant, and in which
the facts claimed to have been proved by
nim, with the law applicable therelo, are

stated, and the law claimed to apply there-
to, relate to appellant's plea of self-de-
fense, The court gave twenty-one carefully
pFepared inatructions, in which the jury
were very fully and fairly informed of their
duty as to the whole case, and also as to
the rules of law applying thereto. The in-
siructions relating (o seif-defense were most
favorable to the appellant.

“As sald In Koerner vs, State (98 Ind., T)
‘When the court has put the whole case
to the jury by proper and full instructions,
a8 was done in this case,’ it is not neces-
sary to instruct upon each separate item of
evidence, nor to direct the jury to determine
between the different theories of the State
and the accused, The tenth instruction
given by the court was as follows:

“ *Mhe defendant insists that the killing
of Western B, Thomas was done in self-de-
fense and this requires the court to in-
atruct you as to the dootrine of self-defense.
One man may kill another under such cir-
cumstances a® that the homidide consti-
tutes no erime, but is justified by the law.
The doctrine of St:lf'nlﬂf?n‘e as applied hy
the evidence in this case may be thus de-
fined: ‘Where a person besing without fault
and is in & place where he has a right to
he, so far as his assailant |8 conceMned, i¢
violently assaulied, he may, without re-
treating, repel force by force, and he need
nat belleve that his safety requires him to
kill his adversary in oraer to give him righ
to make use of force for that purpose. When
from the acts of his assallant he believes
and has reasonable ground to believe i(hat
he is in danger of losing his
life or receiving great Dbodily harm
from his adversary the right to de-
fend himself from such danger or appre-
hended danger may be exercised b{l him,
and he may use It to any extenl w ich
reasonably necessary, and if his assallant
is killed as a result from-' the reasonable
defense of himself he is excusable. The
yuestion of the existence of such danger,
the necessity or apparent necessity, as well
a5 the amount of force necessary 10 em-
ploy to resists the attack can only be do-
termined from the standpoint of the defend-
ant at the .time and under all the existing
circumstances. Ordinarily, one exerclsing th
right of self-defense is required tn act upon
the instant and without time to deliber-
ate and investigate, and under such cir-
cumstances the danger which exists only
in- appearance is as real and imminent as
if it were actual.'

“With this inst tion, so full and com-
plete on the law of sclf-defense and 80 fa-
vorable to the n‘ppeunnt. and with others
on the subject of reasonable doubt and or
the presumption of innocence, with gtill an-
ather on self-defense as an excuse for kili-
ing an adversary, we canpot see that the
appeliant suffered any harm by the refusa
o? the court to dulvo instruction twenty-

ree, as uested,
m"u is cmmded that the verdiet i no!
supported by the evidence, The verdict wa-
for manslaughter. There i8 no question that
the deceased was unarmed and that the.
appellant cut his throat with a knife, caus-!
ing death in a few momenis. We think
that from the evidence of those present,
even from that of the appellant himself
the jury might conclude, without any rea-
sonable doubt, that the aprellant unlawfully
killed the deceased, voluntarily and upon a
sudden heat, and that he had not the ex-
cuse of self-defense for his ael, It Is 4an:
certain from the evidence whether the de-
ceased nlmply lald Ris hand upoa appellan
In a sort of maudlin familiarity, or whethe
he struck at appellant with his fist afte
they began quarreling. It is certain, how-
ever, that the deceased was unarmed, and,
at most, that in thelr scufMle he struck ap-
pellant with his fist. But, as a general rule
the law will not excuse one who repels ¢
blow with the fist by stabbing his assal.-
ant. (Presser vs. State, 77 Ind., 2i4; Floyd
va, State, 91 Am. Dec., 766; 21 Am. and Eng
Enc. Law, 1088.) And the jury might we.
find from the evidence that there were no
ecircumstances why the case at bar shoulc
form an exception to this general rule,

“A llke contention is made as to whethe,
'wo of the jury had not expressed opinion:
as to the merits of the case before they
were selected to try it. The court tried th s
question by bringing tcgether the two jur-
ore and the witnesses who had filed affi-
davits against them: and all were ques-
tioned under oath, when the court found
‘hat the charge was not sustained. There
seing evidence to support this declsion, we
:annot, under the well-established rule, dis-
turb it on this appeal.

“Thers appearing no availabhle error in the
proceedings, the judgment Is affirmed.”

is

Grand Jury Report.

The grand jury yesterday made a final
report, recommending the discharge of
Julia Carsell, accused of mixing poison in
the coffee of Charles Warfield; also of
Frank McCarty, accused of receiving stoler
goods, The jury examined 137 witnesses,
discharged five cases and returned twenty
nine indictments. The grand jury com
mends the condition of the poorhouse,

county jall and county workhouse. It
recommends that more beds be purchased
for the workhouse,

Indictments returned and allowed to bhe
made public are as follows: Alonzo
Rooker, murder and assault and batter)
with intent to mupder; George Gray, em
hezzlement; Robert Willlams and Jame:
Sanderson, arson; George Bernard, burg
lary; James Solenburg, grand larceny:
Isaac Reynolds, Robert Parker, Edward
Milburn, burglary; Albert Hunter, issuing
forged check; Frank Smock, petit larceny,
Frank Smock, grand larceny,

Smith Gets Six Years.
Charles Smith, the colored man indicted
in connection with Dewit Nay, who was
found guilty and sentenced to fourteen

years in the penitentiary, yvesterday had
his sentence reduced to six years by Judge
McCray. The court first granted the mo-
tion for a new trial and then the defend-
ant entered a plea of guilty.

THE COURT RECORD.

Supreme Court.

17208, E. & T. H. Rallway Company vs-
Tohill. Sullivan C. C. Reversed. ackney,
J.~1, Every fact essentlal to recovery
must appear in the special verdict in order
to entitle the plaintiff to judgment. 2.
Rallway companies operating a complicated
system of trains must provide for the rea-
sonable safety of the operators of such
trains against accidents,
does not deny the company
vary from the time-table,
variance invoilve neglizence,

17643. Smith vs. Steie of Indiana., Marion
C. C. Atfirmed. Howard, C. J.—It is not
srror for the court to charge the jury that
it should consider tha lmpeachlng evidence
in estimating what welght should be given
to the testimony of a witness and should
also take into conslderation the fact |if
they should find it that the moral charac-
ter of any witness h: . Heen sgucceasfully
impeached. 2. Whe:: there is sufficient
instruction upon a c¢eria'n point i1t is not |
error for the court t° refuse to give an
additional instruction ' pon the same point,
3. A person will not Le excused from
lability who repels a hlow with the fist
by stabbing his as=allant 4. When the
trial court finds that the evidence against
certailn jurors does not sustain the charge
against them its decisien will not be dis-
turbed.

17078, Wenning vs. T eple. Owen C. (.
Reversed. Monks, J.--1. A\ complaint that
alleges that the will was unduly executed
is sufficient o withstand a demurrer. 2
A bill of exceptions, slthough signed by
the judge, is no part of the record until
it is filed. 3 When a na’riage has been
consummated in accordance with the forms
of law it is presumed 1»st no legal im-

ediments existed to (ae parties entering
nto such marriage and f shown that either
df the parties have bes previously married
and such wife or hush: . 3 of the first-mar-
riage s sl lving coge net destroy the

rima facie legality of (he last marr!

n such case t . is thar ¢

rria dissolved a

the right to
nor does the

but requirement ‘

- —

manufacture.

a constant source of satis-

the purchaser.

us mail youn one,

Has all the impravements.
known to the art of piano

faction and pleasure to

The: Baldwin Piano

A MODERN INSTRUMENT

It has a faculty for staying
in tune, and is always ready
for use.

. e0000000
It lasts a life-time, and is

. These are some of the reasons
why it is so superior to all other
p1anos.

0000000
The Catalogue tells you more about if.

Call for it, or let

—— - - —————_ b o e g —

instructions will not be held erroneous if
they would be correct under any evidence

sistent and calculated to mislead the aury

17766. Harleas vs.
mine where the préponderance is. 2. A
tion of attorney and cltent orce existed
statements of such party so long as it Is
course of professional business.
ing overruled, Hackney, J.—The nccept-
and grades established by the former
tablish a grade,
made in the due course of a judiclal pro-
character, c.

17020, Aetna
110, Liily vs. Somerville. Montgomery
Petition for rehearing overruled.

Tater. Sullivan ¢, C. Affirmed. Gavin, J.
mnistake of the company's agent, given a
elieving he has the proper ticket, he Is

4 if the conductor refuses

e Binte Cec¢ll vs. Christlan,
Jerk of the Circuit Court issues letters of
ourt, and by reason of such letters the

on his bond.

[.—1, The act of 157 makes the county
1l stationery, hooks and all other articles
sloners I8 a county office,

:ubstituted.

John A. Shepherd vs. Cumberland Chair
et al.; note. Dismissed.

State vs. Samuel Green; sodomy. Trial
hattery with intent to rape. Two years
for new trial sustained. Plea of gullty en-

{Superior Court,)

I.ida Rams ve. John R. Rams; divorce.
. administrator, vs.
divorce. Cruelty. e Canrow: dt

Willlam H. Bennett vs,

that could be given under the/ issues. b
or leave them in doubt as to the law it is
C. Affirmed. MeCabe, J.—This court can-
party cannot object to an answer he him-
between a witness and a party does not
not proposed to prove by such witness
17394, City of Huntington vs. Griffith.
ance of a city charter does not impliedly
towns in the sense that under the statute
17218. Wilkins vs. JHave. Madison C. C.
eeding it is privileged and cannot be made
16096. Wilkens vs. Young. Allen C.
fe Insurante Company vs.
Renson. Marion 8.
~ C. Mpotion to reinstate overruled.
Appeliate Court.
~Where a passenger calls for and pays
‘oket different from that desired, with
atitled to ride thereon the distance for
xplanation, an
1558. State ex rel e A
svardianship in term. time, without the
;uardian got possession ¢f his ward's
1713. Board of Commissioners vs. Men-
yoard of commissioners the purchasing
ecessary for the business of the county
1616, Deering & Co,, v8. Armstrong,
Superior Court.
Jompany; for receiver. earing on claims,
Criminal Court.
by Jjury. Jury out,
n_ State's prison.
tered. Sentence of six years In prison.
Willlam Manion, executor, vs. Margaretl
andonment.
Peter Ferdinand; account. Demand, $900.
Orpha Conroy vs.
Thomas H. 8§

If two or more ‘instructions Are incon-
e Harless Harless. Madison C.
not welgh conflicting evidence and deter-
self calls for. 3. The fact that the rela-
disqualify such witness to testify as to the
confidential communications made in the
Huntington . C, Petition for rehear-
work an adoption by the city of streets
creating a llability the city may not es-
Affirmed. Jordan, J.<MWhere a charge is
the basis of an action for defamation of
Motion to modify overruled.
C. Motion to rein-

state owverruled.

17125. Shepherd vs. Goben. Parke C. C.
1592 E. & T. H. Ralilrgad Company V&
for a ticket to one place, but is, by the
vhich he, without fault, hoards the train,
vhich he has paid upon making the proper
0 heed his statements the company is lla-
Tamilton C, (. Reversed.

gypointment having been made by the
,f:omrgly; and squandered.it, the clerk wiil
.ugh. Washington C. C. Affirmed. Davis.
went of the county for the purchase of
fMicers. 2. The board of election commis-
Joone C. O, Record and papers ordered
Room 3—Pliny W. Bartholomew, Judge.
Capital National Bank vs. R. A, Curtis

Frank McCray, Judge.

State vs. Depointz Granger; assault and
State vs. Charles Smith; sodomy. Motion
New Sults Filed.

Burk et al.; to foreclose will

Willlam  Weiskoff,

Maria Grubaugh vs. Joseph T, Grubaugh;
vorce, Cruelty.
g&?" et al.; to revive judgment. Demand,

METHODIST MASS MEETINGS.

To-Morrow Will Be Devoted to Prayer
and Epworth League Work.

Friday, Oct. 18 was designated at the
recent session of the Indlana Conference
as a day of fasting and prayer, among
the Methodists for the conversion of twenty
thousand souls in the bounds of the con-
ference this conference year. In compli-
ance with this action tAe preachers’' meet-
ing last Monday morning arranged for a
union service for conference and prayer in

Fletcher-plae Church to-morrow at 2
o'clock. r. Coultas will lead the meeting.
A mass meeting of the Epworth Leagues
of the city and suburbs will be held at
Fletcher-place M. E. Church to-morrow
night., Rev. T. 1. Coultas and the Rev,
L. F. Dimmitt will make addresses, Miss
lLoouise Linebarger, of Chicago, the cornet-
ist who has traveled over the world with
gguplain McCabe, will give several num-
rs,

-

A Useful Little Book.

W. H. Morrison & Co., of this city,
have issued a “Compendium of the Fees
and Salaries of County Officers” under the
law of 185, together with a complete list
of State and county officers. It is a vol-

ume of handy size and contains a great
deal of useful informatlon for public ofh-
cers and those Naving business with
them.

Dr. Craft's Reform Address To=-Night.
Rev., Wilbur F. Crafts wil complete his
present series of reform addresses in this
city by speaking to-night on *“The Im-
periled Sabbath,” with a report of his in-
vestigation of our city last Sabbath morn-
ing. The address will be at the United
Preshyterian Church, corner East and

Massachusetts avenue, at about § o'clock.
Service begins ar 7:20.

ll?lrpornltl Yesnterday.

The Belleview Mutual Gas and Oll Com-
pany, mpltel stock $1,7%; Indiana French
Mirror Company, Connersville, capital
stock 510,000, W, W. M Baddie-

D. H. BALDWIN & CO

05, 97 and 99 North Pennsylvania St.

38" Ask to Hear the AEOLIAN.

T — e ——— et

Duniap's (‘elebrut;e-d 'l:ln-tn
And all other new-style hats at Seaton's
hat store, 27 North Pennsylvania street,

A FORERUNNER

And What It Suggensts.

It is an art or a science to know just how
to keep comfortable, These cold days are but
premonitory, or forerunners of what the
weather may soon be, The tuggestion they
offer |s “preparation’—that is, to he ready,
and to be ready means don the best known
underwear, such as the Dr. Jaeger sanitary
wool garments. These goods are in union
and two-plece suits for ladies and gentle-
men. Paul . Krauss's haberdashery,
44 and 46 East Washington street, is head-
quarters for the Dr. Jaeger garments, Fur-
nishings of all kinds.

PENNSYLVANIA LINE

to
£3.30 DAYTON, 0. $3.30

For the round trip, account Epworth
League convention. 'Flckeu on sale Oct, 21
and 22, Good returni‘gg until Oct, 25,
GEO. E. ROCKWELL, D, P. A.
—— -
Perfumen

Properly used indicate the taste of the
person using them, The newest scents and
most delicate odors at Perry's, 48 and 50
North Illinois street,

Osntrich Tips and Plumes

Recolored and curled. Feather boas cleaned
a:xd t{mde. Charles Fallles, 28 South Illinois
street,

Hardwood Mantels, Grates. Jno, M. Lilly.
Ipsure your home in the Glens Falls

| ——
We Advise Our Friends

Tosend to Wm. B, Burford, Indianaells, when they
want a first- lase job of copper-platé engraving or
priuting on calling cards or invl

- ——li—— - ———
SOHMER PIANOS, Carlin & Lenox, 31 E, Market,
i
Fox Fipe Cigars, FPLEKSUN'S, 13 North Peun.

German “Most,” English “Must.”

Means new, unfermented graps juice, just received
and on u|;‘l'nr a few days Y, at Schuller's Wine
House, 108 North Meridian street,

T —
Chickering FPlanos. Rirh & McVey.

CHRYSANTHEMUMS

Remind us that fall, in all its beauty,
is here. We wish to remind you that
we have the Chryanthemum pattern
in silver, and it in one of the most
beautiful patterns we have, and we
invite you to eall and see it. We are
also daily recelving new goods that
we will take pleasure in showing

Juling €. Walk.
Ju mé 1, alk

Leading Jewelera, 12 E. Wash. St.

Bargain for Thursday, Oct. 17, 1895.

Hall Caine's great story, “The Manx-
man,” to-day, for 99¢, or $1.08 by mail, if
order i8 postmarked Oct. 17. Publisher’s
price $1.50. Watch this space,

CATHCART, CLELAND & CO

6 East Washington Strest,
INDIANAPOLIS, IND.

JEWEL STOVES and RANGES

We have just added a most complete
line of these goods to our stock. They
are the best made, and cost no more than
inferior goods, If you need a Stove give
us a call

LILLY & STALNAKER, 64 East Wash. St.

EDUCATIONAL.

A National Reputation, 45 Years' Standing.

BREYANT & STRATTON'S

B Indianapolis
USINESS UNIVERSIT

When Buliding, rémodgled. Magnifl ent Quarters.
Large, permanent Fac . Finest Penmen In Cen-
tral States. 500 students annuslly. New students en.
tering dally. Visitors Invited. Elevator for Day and
Night Schiosol E. J. HEER, Proprietor.

¢ 2 7= e
(e~

“Actual Business” for beginners. Day and Night
fchool. Matchless facilities for teac shorthand.
An nereasing hostof del ghted students. Permanent.
Rellable. In financial responsibility, strength of fac-
u.ty and eleyance of equipment, without an ialin
the State. Gradnates securing the best posiilons,
& nd for elegant, new [lustrated eatalogue. Journal
Building, Monument FPlace. Elevator. Tel 1528,

X . AUG, STOSSM EISTER, Pres.

WALTER J. HUBBARD, Treas.

sad Chocelates

unexcelled
for Purity of
Materialand // Deliciousness of Flavor,
Their Pink Wrapper Vanilla Chocolate is &
favorite for Eating and Drinking. Grocera
everywhere.

BUILDING AND LOAN.

D i T e L S

BUILDING AND LOAN-—The very lowest
ratés on loans can be obtalned &t the
Building and Loan Office, 89 East Mar-
ket street. HOWARD KIMBALL, Sec-
“m,.

e

Sunday Journal

By Mail, to Auy Address, AL

oo
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|Twa Dotlars Per Aunum
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This cut shows the stylish and 3
dressy “Surtout’” Overcoat to be
found in this city in our stock only.
Complete assortment of Sack Over-
coats. Prices from

$7.50 to $45

Boys’ and Childrens’
Clothing

: We have gathered together for th_is season the greatest
line ever shown in the city of Indianapolis.

GOLDEN DAYS
GOLDEN OPPORTUNITY

“Do not let your Chances, like sunbeams, pass you by."

Thesé golden October days are the time, and the
right time, to make ready for the severe season. - Your
pick in clothing now can be made from stocks replete in
every line. We are turning out some fetching garments
—the Business Cutaway Coat is in great vogue—patch
pockets—swelled seams—stitched edge.

Happen in on us at any time for a look, whether in-
tending purchase or not. :

3@~ Orders taken for future delivery. &

YOUNG & McMURRAY, TAILORS

12 and 1 North Meridian St.

SCHRADER'S

EXCLUSIVE CHINA STORE.

Fine China, Cut Glass, Dinner Sets, Chamber Sets, etc. We are now
giving big bargains in every line to reduce our stock, and will* continue
until further notice, as cur lease expires in about four months, It will
pay you to see us if you need anything in our line,

T3 EAST WASHINGTON S'T.

—

A HANDSOME

GAS OR ELECTRIC CHANDEL‘ER

Adds considerable to the beauty of a room. We show the nawest Prices always
the lowest.

C. ANESHAENSEL & CO.

Marion Block. Cor. of Meridian and Ohlo Sts.

—

A Cigar that is Honest and Genuine

From Start to Finish . . .
’

PITAL

JOHN RAUCH. Mfr.

—— —

CARPETS

We are certain that we can of-
fer you better values in Carpets
than you can obtain elsewhere.

CURTAINS

A great and unusually fine dis-
play of Lace and Silk Cur-
tains. We have every variety
you may wish for.

WALL PAPER

Of all kinds for Parlor, Hall,
Library, Sitting Room, Dining
Room, etc. No trouble to
show goods. We employ none
but first-class workmen. Look
around, and you will see that
the best paper-hanging work in
this city has been done by us.

The —sess.

Excelsior Laundry

*

2t0d
Masonic
Building,
Capital Av.
South.

usiest,

+

'Phone 249, for calls or delivery.

MAJOR TAYLOR

—— e —

LUMP and
CRUSHED COKE

FOR SALE BY
THE INDIANAPOLIS GAS CO0.

Only manufacturers of Fret, -

Grille Work and Screens. Mickets can be obtained at the
office,

BERT (GALL,
rod 0¥ T

4 .
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